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REMARKS 

Reconsideration of the pending application is respectfully requested on the basis of 
the following particulars: 

In the claims 

Claims 1, 4, 9 and 11 have been amended to more clearly set forth the present 
invention, without adding new matter. 

In particular, independent claim 1 is amended to point out that the dust removing 
stop unit is capable of stopping an operation of the dust removing unit while the electric 
blower operates, and independent claim 11 is amended to include recitation of the dust 
removing stop unit capable of stopping an operation of the dust removing unit while the 
electric blower operates. Claim 4 is amended to clarify operation of the dust removing 
unit with respect to the power off switch, and claim 9 is amended to refer to "a collecting 
unit detection unit" instead of "a collecting detection unit." 

The amendments of claims 1 and 11 are supported by, e.g., page 10, line 17 to page 
11, line 12. Therefore, all of the amendments are fully supported by the original 
disclosure of this application and therefore do not constitute the introduction of any new 
matter into this case and therefore meet the written description requirement of the first 
paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112. 

Rejection of claims 1-4, 19. and 20 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 

Claims 1-4, 19, and 20 presently stand rejected as being unpatentable over either 
Genovese (U.S. 5,240,484) or JP 5091962 in view of Himukai (U.S. 4,545,794). This 
rejection is respectfully traversed for at least the following reasons. 

The present invention, as set forth in the amended independent claim 1, is directed 
to a vacuum cleaner including an electric blower for generating suction air; a collecting 
unit for collecting dust contained in the suction air; a dust removing unit for removing dust 
adhered to the collecting unit; a dust removing stop unit capable of stopping an operation 
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of the dust removing unit while the electric blower operates; and a power off switch for 
cutting off a power to the electric blower. 

As defined by claim 1 (and similarly by claim 11), the dust removing stop unit 
serves to stop the operation of the dust removing unit while the electric blower operates. 
Thus, the dust removing stop unit saves power consumption of the dust removing unit. 

It is respectfully submitted that neither Genovese, JP 5091962, nor Himukai 
disclose or suggest a dust removing stop unit capable of stopping an operation of the dust 
removing unit while the electric blower operates. 

The examiner acknowledges that claims 1-4, 19, and 20 differ from Genovese and 
JP 5091962 with respect to the dust removing stop unit distinct from a power off switch. 
Moreover, it is respectfully submitted that neither Genovese nor JP 5091962 discloses or 
suggests a dust removing stop unit capable of stopping an operation of the dust removing 
unit while the electric blower operates. 

Himukai discloses a clamp 17 which is provided through a spring 16 at the upper 
part of a lid 10 and is designed to be engaged with and disengaged from a dust case 5 by 
control of a push button 18. The push button 18 merely allows opening and closing of the 
lid 10. That is, the push button 18 is not for stopping an operation of the dust removing 
unit while the electric blower operates. Therefore, the push button 18 is totally different 
from a dust removing stop unit capable of stopping an operation of a dust removing unit 
while the electric blower operates. 

Therefore, Himukai in combination with either Genovese or JP 5091962 fails to 
disclose or suggest the claimed dust removing stop unit capable of stopping an operation 
of the dust removing unit while the electric blower operates. 

Therefore, it is respectfully submitted that claims 1 and 1 1 are allowable over the 
cited references since the cited references, either individually or in any combination, fail to 
disclose or suggest each and every element set forth in claims 1 and 11. 

Further, turning to claim 3, neither Genovese nor JP 5091962 discloses, suggests or 
even implies that the operation of the dust removing unit is halted when the mode 
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conversion switch is activated by a user. Himukai also fails in such a teaching, since 
Himukai does not disclose or suggest any mode conversion switch. 

With regard to claim 19, an indication unit includes a vibration generation unit 
generating a vibration synchronized with a vibrational operation of a vibrator serving as 
the dust removing unit. Further, the indication unit of claim 9 is disposed at a grip portion 
of the vacuum cleaner. Neither Genovese, JP 5091962, nor Himukai discloses, suggests or 
implies an indication unit that includes a vibration generation unit, or an indication unit 
that is disposed at a grip portion of the vacuum cleaner. 

With regard to claim 20, the vacuum cleaner further includes a detecting unit for 
detecting operation states of the vacuum cleaner, wherein the dust removing stop unit 
selectively stops the operation of the dust removing unit depending on the operation states. 
Neither Genovese, JP 5091962, nor Himukai discloses or suggests any detecting unit for 
detecting operation states of the vacuum cleaner and that the dust removing stop unit 
selectively stops the operation of the dust removing unit depending on the operation states. 

Therefore, for at least the foregoing reasons, it is respectfully submitted that claims 
1-4, 19, and 20 are allowable over the cited references, and therefore withdrawal of the 
rejection is requested. Moreover, it is respectfully submitted that claims 2-10 and 20 are 
allowable at least due to their dependency from claim 1. 

Rejection of claims 5-16 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 

Claims 5-16 presently stand rejected as being unpatentable over either Genovese or 
JP 5091962 in view of Himukai and further in view of Valbona et al (U.S. 3,667,084). 
This rejection is respectfully traversed for at least the following reasons. 

As an initial observation, claims 5-10 depend from claim 1. As discussed above, 
claim 1 is allowable over Genovese or JP 5091962 in view of Himukai because these 
references fail to disclose or suggest each and every element set forth in claim 1. It is 
respectfully submitted that Valbona fails to supplement the deficiencies of Genovese, JP 
5091962, and Himukai with respect to the limitations set forth in claim 1, and therefore 
claims 5-10 are allowable at least due to their dependency from claim 1. 
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Further, with regard to claim 5, the claimed vacuum cleaner further includes an 
input detection unit for detecting an input power to the electric blower, wherein the 
operation of the dust removing unit is halted when the input detection unit detects a 
change in the input power to the electric blower. 

In contrast, Valbona teaches a thermostat 70 which is responsive to the temperature 
of the motor and closes to warn of a high temperature by energizing the red warning light 
68. The red warning light 68 serves to indicate that the dust collecting bag should be 
emptied. Therefore, the thermostat 70 is not for detecting a change in the input power to 
the electric blower to stop the dust removing unit. Thus, the thermostat 70 of Valbona 
cannot be construed as the input detection unit of claim 5. 

With regard to claim 6, the operation of the dust removing unit is halted when the 
input detection unit detects an increase in the input power to the electric blower. 
However, none of the prior art references including Genovese, JP 5091962 and Valbona 
discloses, suggests or even implies the above feature of claim 6. 

With regard to claim 7, the operation of the dust removing unit is halted when the 
input detection unit detects that the input power to the electric blower changes from a 
power off mode to a power on mode. However, none of the prior art references including 
Genovese, JP 5091962 and Valbona discloses, suggests or even implies the above feature 
of claim 7. 

Claims 8-10 define that the operation of the dust removing unit is halted or a halted 
state of the dust removing unit is maintained when a hood detection unit finds that the 
hood is opened (claim 8), the operation of the dust removing unit is halted or a halted state 
of the dust removing unit is maintained when a collecting unit detection unit detects an 
absence of the collecting unit (claim 9), and the operation of the dust removing unit is 
halted or a halted state of the dust removing unit is maintained when the hose detection 
unit detects that the hose is not connected to the main body. However, none of the prior 
art references including Genovese, JP 5091962 and Valbona discloses, suggests or even 
implies the above features of claims 8-10. 
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For at least the foregoing reasons, it is respectfully submitted that claims 5-10 are 
allowable over the cited references. 

The present invention, as set forth in the amended independent claim 11, is 
directed to a vacuum cleaner including an electric blower for generating suction air; a 
collecting unit for collecting dust contained in the suction air; a dust removing unit for 
removing dust adhered to the collecting unit; a dust removing stop unit capable of 
stopping an operation of the dust removing unit while the electric blower operates; and 
indication unit for informing a user on an operation state of the dust removing unit. 

As defined by claim 11 (similarly to claim 1), the dust removing stop unit serves to 
stop the operation of the dust removing unit while the electric blower operates. Thus, the 
dust removing stop unit saves power consumption of the dust removing unit. 

As described above with respect to claim 1, Genovese, JP 5091962, and Himukai 
fail to disclose or suggest that the dust removing stop unit serves to stop the operation of 
the dust removing unit while the electric blower operates. 

Valbona also fails to disclose or suggest a dust removing stop unit that serves to 
stop the operation of the dust removing unit while the electric blower operates (or a dust 
removing unit that is stopped in any way while the electric blower operates). 

Further, Valbona teaches a thermostat 70 which is responsive to the temperature of 
the motor and closes to warn of a high temperature by energizing the red warning light 68. 
The red warning light 68 serves to indicate that the dust collecting bag should be emptied. 
Therefore, the red warning light 68 is not for informing a user on an operation state of the 
dust removing unit. Thus, the red warning light 68 of Valbona is totally different from the 
indication unit of claim 11. 

Therefore, it is respectfully submitted that claim 11 is allowable over the cited 
references. Further, it is respectfully submitted that claims 12-16 are allowable at least 
due to their dependency from claim 11, and further because of the additional features 
recited therein which, when taken alone and/or in combination with the features recited in 
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claim 11, remove the invention defined therein further from the disclosures made in the 
cited references. 

It is respectfully submitted that claims 5-16 are allowable over the cited references, 
and withdrawal of the rejection is requested. 

Rejection of claims 17 and 18 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 

Claims 17 and 18 presently stand rejected as being unpatentable over either 
Genovese or JP 5091962 in view of Himukai and Valbona and further in view of Tai (U.S. 
6,228,155). This rejection is respectfully traversed for at least the following reasons. 

As an initial observation, claims 17 and 18 depend from claim 11. As discussed 
above, claim 11 is allowable over Genovese or JP 5091962 in view of Himukai and 
Valbona because these references fail to disclose or suggest each and every element set 
forth in claim 11. It is respectfully submitted that Tai fails to supplement the deficiencies 
of Genovese, JP 5091962, and Himukai with respect to the limitations set forth in claim 
11, and therefore claims 17 and 18 are allowable at least due to their dependency from 
claim 1. 

Further, the Examiner asserts that it would have been obvious to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to provide a sound signal as 
taught by Tai for the detection unit in the vacuum cleaner of either Genovese or JP 
5091962 in view of Himukai. However, the detecting unit 30 of Tai has the circuit unit 50 
generate a warning voice when the amount of collecting dusts in the sampling filtering net 
20 has been over a standard value. In contrast, the sound generating unit of claim 17 
informs the user on the operation state of the dust removing unit and the sound generating 
unit of claim 18 generates a sound while the dust removing unit is turned on and stops 
generating the sound when the dust removing unit is turned off. Therefore, the detecting 
unit 30 of Tai, which simply warns of a full filter, is totally different from the sound 
generating units of claims 17 and 18 which indicate an operating state. 

Moreover, it is respectfully submitted that Tai, which is directed to a filtration 
device in an air conditioner, relates to a different field of endeavor than the present 
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invention, and that the field of air conditioning devices is not reasonably pertinent to the 
field of vacuum cleaners to which claims 17 and 18 are directed. Accordingly, it is 
respectfully submitted that Tai is a non-analogous references, and that there is no 
motivation or suggestion for a person of ordinary skill in the art of the present invention to 
turn to the teachings of Tai relating to an entirely different field. 

For at least these, it is respectfully submitted that claims 17 and 18 are allowable 
over the cited references, and withdrawal of the rejection is requested. 



In view of the amendments to the claims, and in further view of the foregoing 
remarks, it is respectfully submitted that the application is in condition for allowance. 
Accordingly, it is requested that claims 1-20 be allowed and the application be passed to 
issue. 

If any issues remain that may be resolved by a telephone or facsimile 
communication with the Applicant's attorney, the Examiner is invited to contact the 
undersigned at the numbers shown. 



Conclusion 



Respectfully submitted, 



BACON & THOMAS, PLLC 
625 Slaters Lane, Fourth Floor 
Alexandria, Virginia 22314-1176 
Phone: (703) 683-0500 




Date: April 24, 2007 



Attorney for Applicant 
Registration No. 47,921 
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